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That the Lord Chancellor of Ireland ought to grant a Commiſſion 
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of Deteg ates to Archdeacon Mathews «pon his Appeals and Querel 
of Nullities preſented to his Lordſhip with his Penton. 


OT only Legal but Mathematical Demonſtrations (altho' both be 
certainly true) may be contradicted by witty men and upon ſome 
colour of reaſon. Proots in the Mathematicks are ſeldom diſpu- 
ted, becauſe no man's Intereſt is ſhaken by the overthrow of ſpeculative foun- 
dations ; few men will lay out the fee of ten Shillings to diſprove this Pro- 
blem, That a Circular Line is not Angular : But evidences in matters of law 
(Which as far as the nature of them can bear are demonſtrative) may be 
controverted by mercinary breath for many years, and at laſt perhaps confu- 
ted and rejected by an ingenious nicity upon the intereſt of a party. It is 
evident, That a delegated power is not the ſupreme Power; that if there be right 
there ought to be remedy; and that an Appeal lies from the Delegate to the De- 
legant : Yet to ſupport an iniquous or erroneous Eccleliaſtical Sentence, and 
to uphold an uſurpation grounded upon that ſentence, Counſels being feed 
may ſay, That thoſe notions are abſurdities; That appealing from Regal Com- 
miſſioners Eccleſiaſtical to the King is as Ab eodem ad eundem , not withſtanding 
St. Paul's appeal from Feſtus to Ceſar; and that the Lisburn-Commiſſion wasan 
Eccleſiaſtical flail againſt which there is no defence. But Counſels may conſider 
the Statute of 3 Ed. 1.c. 9. which ſays, That if any Serjeant, Pleader, or 
other do any manner of deceit or colluſion in the King's Court, or conſent unto it 
in deceit of the Court and the Party, and thereof be attainted, he ſhall be im- 

priſoned for a year and a day, and from henceforth ſhall not be heard to plead 


in that Court for any man. 
2. It is neceſſary that the Lord Chancellor ſhould be rightly informed 


in the law of Appeals , before his Lordſhip will deny the Petitioner a Com- 
miſſion of Delegateg. It may be ſaid in the Petitioners Caſe as in the Caſe 
of the Aylesbury-men , That the liberty and property of all the ſubjets are 
concerned and at ſtake in this Caſe. Thoſe are not good Politicks which are 
againſt natural Juſtice and the divine lau; The Throne is eſtabliſh'd by 
Juſtice ; A juſt appeal is Her Majeſtic” Protection to her ſubject for his 
Allegiance to her; Dominus Rex eft omnibu et ſingulis de Regno ſuo Tuſtitie 


Debitsr The Queen's will is revealed by 3 The law abhorreth failure 
of 


(2 
of Juſtice; The High Court of Chancery is Officina Juſtitiæ and is always open 


to admit the juſt complaints of the ſubjects, and to relieve them with remedial 
Writs or Commiſſions, That Court is the ſupreme fountain of Her Majeſties 


ordinary Fuſtice in this Kingdom, and is not ſhut ap againſt the Petitioner, 


The Queen's Attorney and Solicitor General of Ireland lately declared before 
the Ld Chancellor and the Judges in this Caſe, That the Petitioner by Law 
ought to have in the ſaid Court of Chancery a Commiſſion of Appeal. Judges 
have not power to judge according to that which they think fit, but that 
which out of the laws they know to be right and conſonant to law, Co.7. 
Rep. 27. and this is a Law, Summa charitas eſt facere juſtitiam fangulis Es 
omni tempore quando neceſſe eſt ; Weſtm.1.c. lt. ; 

3. It is abſolutely zeceſſary for the Petitioner, That he ſnould obtain out of 
the High Court of Chancery in Ireland a Remedial Commiſſion of Dele- 
gates; for otherwiſe he can never Vindicate his Innocenc), and he muſt for ever 
be Excluded from any Relief under intolerable oppreſſions, and eſpecially the 
unjuſt Sentence of Excomunication given againſt him; for a Commiſſion of 
Review is of meer Grace and the bounty of the Prince: It is no ordinary re- 
medy or the Right of the Subject when he is Wrong'd ; It may be Denied 
him, and was Denied to the Petitioner. The Supplication for it can he made 
only to the Perſon of the Prince, and a Second Supplication in the Caſe may 
not be admitted; and the Firſt comes too late after 2 years & 10 days from 
the grievous Sentence : and the Commiſſion of Review, if it be granted, hath 
not the Sui penſiuve effect of an Appeal. There is great difference between a 
Commiltion of Review ard a Commiſſion of Appeal; ard in Ireland the Caſe 
muſk be regulated by the Canon Law: Differt Supplicatio ab Appellatione in 
pluribus; 1, Appellatio debet fieri infra decem dies; ſed Supplicatio poteſt fiers 
infra decem dies, & etiam infra duos annos, & non ultra. 2. Appellatione pen- 
dente non poteſt fieriexecutio 5 Pendente vero Supplicatione fit Executio, 3. Ap— 
pellatio fit ad alium Judicem Superiorem; Supplicatio autem fit ad eundem Tudicem 
qui pronunctavit. 4. Appellatioeſt remedium Ordinarium & concernit mor am 
Juſticiam, quia eſt ſpecies de fenſionis; ſed ſupplicatio concer nit gratiam,& eſt re- 
medium extraordinarium; Conceditur enim ex mera benignitate S gratia Prin— 
cipis. 5. Appell ire permittitur bis a qualibet ſententia; ſed jupplicaxi nc pott 
viſi ſemel. 6. Qui Appellat, conqueritur de Tudice, quod iniquam tulerit ſentex- 


tiam: ſed qui ſupplicat. non debet conqueri de Judice, quia tur pe eſſet allegare ini 
quiitatem tam Magni Judicis ; ſed debet allegare negligentiam ſnam et petere de- 


nan proprijer#oris, vel atterare circumventionem adverſarij. Marat. Spec. 
De App. n. 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22. Extra, l. 1. Tit. 41. c. 4. h. Cod. 
J. 1. tit. 19. c. 5. & l. 7. tit. 65, c. 5. Sect. 5. Lancell. De Attent. p. 352. 
De Recurin ſeu Ne viſione cauſe per modum Sufplicationts, | 
4. An Appeal may be confidered' in two Reſpects, viz. as to its formality, 
or in the Subſtance of it; Marqpt. De app.n. 340, Sylveſt; in. Sum. de app.n.1. 
As to the firſt, The Supream * or the Makers of a Statute or Poſitive 
Law may juſtly modify, alter, orftake away the Antient Legal Form and Or- 
der of Appealing : They may Ordain, that in certain caſes Appeals ſhalt not 
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be made to the Prince in his Court of Chancery but leate theſe to the diſpoſition 

of the Common Law, or reſerve them iꝝ unmonted Caſes to the Cognixance 
or Conſideration of the Prince himſelf; and theſe Lawgivers might declare 
That frivolous Appeals ſhould #ot be admitted, becauſe indeed they are not Ap- 
peals, but fruſtratory Complaints interpoſed meerly to ſtep the Courſe of the 
Law and the Execution of Juſtice; Thus Q. E/iz. in her firſt Eccleſiaſtical 
Commiſſion granted in Exglaud ard grounded on the Act 1 Eliz, c. 1. re- 
quired the Commiſſioners clearly to reject all fraſcratory Appeals : pront Com- 
miſſion dated 19 July 1 Eliz. in Offi. Rot. Cane, Augl. And the like Clauſe 
was inſerted in the Eccleſiaſtical Commiſſion in Ireland grounded on the like 
Iriſh Act 2 Eliz, c.1- dated 6 Ot ber 6 Eliz. in Rot. Hib. Whereby it may 
be a further Demonſtration,that it was not the Intention of the Qu. in the ſaid 
Commiſſions, or of the Parliaments in thoſe Acts, that the Subjects, being 
anjuſtly aggrieved by thoſe Commiſſioners, might not make their juſt Appeals 
from tliem ; for only fruſtratory Appeals were rejected. Which likewiſe 
appears by the Engliſh Act of 39 Eliz, c. 8. which declared; That the Senten- 
ces of Deprivation given againſt Biſhops and Deans within the firſt Four Tears 
of that Queen's Reign were Fuſt and Lawful, and that their Appeals made from 
thoſe Seriterces wire made in Secret, and alſo were unjuſt and unlawful ; and 
therefore thoſe S:ntences ſhould remain good and ſufficient in Law, notwithſtand= 
ing any Appeal to the contrary, The Makers of that Act doubtleſs had exami- 
ned thoſe Sentences and Appeals; and knew that thoſe Eiſhops and Deans, 
holding their Temporalties immediately from the Crown, had refuſed the 
Oa h of Supremacy exaFed on them by the ſaid Statute 1 Ez. under pain 
of Deprivation ipſo facto; and this matter of fact was notorious and confeſſed; 
Poph. Rep. GO. Burnets Hiſt, Part 2. p. 401. Thoſe Sentences were Decla- 
ratory of the ſaid Statute and as Executory Precepts iſſued againſt the Parties 
who had incurred that Penal Law made by their own conſent, and by which 
they were concluded; and in this Caſe they could complain of none but of 
themſelves. Gravamen juris non eft gravamen : Qui non gravatur ab aliquo 
niſi a ſeipſo non poteſt Appellare, Bald. de App. f. 25 5. u. 10. But there is a 

ſtrong implication in the aforeſaid Act, that if the ſaid ſentences had been un- 
juſt and unlawful, or that if the ſaid Appeals had been juſt and lawful, they 


had not been rejected; and that the Archdeacor's & other inferior Ecclef. Be- 


neficers,if they had been unjuſtly deprived by Regal Commiſſioners Eccleſiaſtical 


within thoſe Four Years,might have appealed from their Sentences; As all might 
after thoſe Years, if their Appeals had not been fruſtratory : altho indeed 
thoſe Appeals (being out of the Orders preſcribed by the Engliſh Acts 24 Hl. 
8. c. 12and 25. H. 8.c. 19.) muſt be made to the Queen in Perſon, 

An appeal, s to the ſubſtance of it, is due to the ſubject by natural Juſtice 
and by the divine law ; becauſe it is a defence and a common right againſt 
wrong, and no Statute. or Power, no Emperor or Pope can take it away; 
This was the Reſol:ition of Temporal & Eccleſiaſtical Judges, and of the Lds. 
Ch. ] Dyer ard Cook in 4, Init. 340. Ipſe Papa non poteſt committere quin 


ex cauſa poſſit appellari; mig I. 1. p. 155.0. 6. 7us appellandi 
2 ita 


CS 


ita ſpectat ad Principis ſuperioritatem, ut ipſe non poſſit concedere ne ad eum 
appelletur; Pereir, tit: App. p. 17. n. 54. This is a Provincial Conſtitu- 
tion of the Church of England, Statutum ad auferendum Oppreſſis appella- 
tionis remedium penitus reprobamus, Lynw. p. 116. and this Excellent Ex- 
poſitor of that Canon ſayes, That a Statute prohibiting a juſt appeal is 
contrary to the doctrine of the Catholick Church and likewiſe repugnant to 
natural reaſon, which dictates to every man ſelf-preſervation, and to defend 
himſelt from injury; Ibid. glos f. g. This is a Rule of natural equity and 
Chancery, Iadultum a jure bene ficium non eſt alicui auferendum, ut inducie 
ad appellandum; Sext. Fur. Reg. 17. And it is a maxim of the common law 
and of reaſon, That every man may lawfully defend himſelf and his goods 
againſt an unlawful power; Dr. & Stud. D. 1. p. 7, 15. The Petitioners 
appeal is a juſt and neceſſary complaint of arbitrary, illegal and oppreſſive 
proceedings and ſentences againſt him ; and the iniquity of them are apparent 
on their faces. De jure communi liberum eſt appellare, quandocung; aliquis 
gravatur; Extra. 1.1 tit. 3. c. 1. g Tenet appellatio, licèt inhibita eſt in 
Literis; quia remotio appellationis non impedit appellationem, ubi quis manifeſts 
gravetur; Id. I. 2. tit. 13. C. 10. g. Omnis oppreſſus liberè appellet, et a nullo 
probibeatur ; 2 q. 6. c. 3. Quoties aliguis appellaverit, audientia ſibi non de- 
negetur, Thid. c. 9. Omnis oppreſſus ſive injufte gravatus, quicunq; (it, poſſit ap- 
pellari; Durand. Spec. 1, 2. p. 828. Appellari poteſt generaliter ab omnibus 
tam Delegatis quam Ordinariis; Id. p. 830, 838. Si per Legem vel Statutum 
tollatur appellatio, non cerſetur ſublata, quando quis manifeſte gravetur; 
Lancell. p. 236.n.25. This is the Law and Practice in the Imperial Cham- 
ber; Statuta de non appellando ad Superiorem non valent, quia defenſionem au- 
ferunt ; ideoque Camera non obſtantibus hujuſmodi Statutis appellationes recepit ; 
Gail. Obſer v. p. 235. u. 15. Pope Clem. 5th in the General Council held at 
Vienna on a complaint againſt an Emperor decreed, Deſenſionis faculratem, que 
a jure pervenit naturali, non licet Imperatori tollere ; Clem. J. 1. tit. 1 1. c. 2. 
The Books of the Canon-Law, concerning appeals, are full of this doctrine; 
and the clauſe app. rem. in Papal and Regal Commiſſions Eccleſjaſtica} is 
a negative pregnant, and this exception confirms the general Rule, That an 
appeal lies from Delegates as well as from Ordinaries. Upon the appeal of 
Q. Cath. from the Popes ſpecial Commiſſioners Eccleſi iſtical in a cauſe of 
Inceſt of K. H. 8. The King's Agent in Rome certified him that the Pope 
could not poſſibly deny a Commiſſion upon that appeal, an! that nothing 
but injuſtice and meer violence could ſtop it, of which the whole world cry 
out ſhame, Commiſſionem hujusmodi Pontifex non poteſt negare, niſi injuſt itia 
& mera vis inferatur, adverſus quam omnis mundus exclamaret; Burnet's Hiſt. 
part. 1. Collect, y. 17. and tho' that Pope, viz. Clement. the 7th, empowred 
thoſe Commiſſioners to act and decree in that cauſe arbitrarily & without 
deference to any appeal, De plano & omni recuſatione & appellatione remotis, 
yet he could not refuſe this appeal made to his perſon; and thereupon he 
wrote to the Parliament of England A. D. 1529. that in a Congregation 
held at Rome upon this matter, All the Cardinals unanimouſly ee e 
that 


That he couid not deny the Queen a Commiſſion of Appeal, Dnanimi 
Omnium Cardinalium voto concluſum eſt, Commmiſſionem cauſe appella- 
tronis hujuſmodi per Nos negari non poſſe ; Herb. Hiſt. p. 336. The Ca- 
noniſts in this Point further ſay, Give to the Devil his due; Appella- 
tienis remedium non eſt denegandum etiam Diabolo, ft adeſſet in judicio; Durand. 
. 3 p. 42.1.6. Lancellet p. 196, n. 14. Bert. Tom. 4. p. 177. Vener. p. 
294. n. 30. Rotæ Nov. Decis. 364. The Laws of Nature and of God are 
immutable ; and as a juſt Appeal is due by the Law of Nature, as betore hath 
been proved, ſo have the Canoniſts reſolved that ſuch Appeals are due by Di- 

vine right: Appeatio eſt defenſio de ure Drvino,&f nemini auferenda eſt incaſibus 
ix quibus quis juſte 65 de jure Appellare poteſt ; Vener. Exam. Epiſc. p. 132. 
2. 20. and p. 346. 1. 1. This rightof Appealing, is grounded on Numb. 35. 
12. Jer. 26. 15,24 Act, 25. 11. with other Texts in Holy Writ. 
Therefore the aforemention'd conſiderations with the golden Rule, Do as ye 
would be done to, may prevail on my Lord Chancellor to allow the Petiti- 
onet's Appeals. 

5. The vigour of the 1riſþ Branch in the Act, 2 Eliz, c. 1. concerning 
Regal Commiſſions Eccleſiaſtical, and the repeal of the like Branch in England, 
can be no juſt Argument againſt the allowance of the Petitioner's Appeals. 
For the Vertue and Subſtance of this Branch is Declaratory of the Common- 
Law, viz, the Queen's Ordinary not her Extraordinary Eccleſ. Prerogative: 
Ard the reaſors of repealing that Branch by the Engliſh Act 16 Car. 1. c.11. 
were partly expreſſed in that Act, viz. becauſe the High Commiſſioners Ec- 
cleſiaſtical had oppreſſed the Subjects by Colour of ſome words in that Branch, 
but not by the vertue of that Branch or by the Intent and Reality of any 
Words in it. This Branch Authorized the Commiſſioners to execute the 
Premiſſes, viz. Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction lawfully, and under the Queen and 
her Succeflors, any Cauſe or Objectiou of the Papiſts or Puritants to the contra- 
ry notwithſtanding ; But theſe Commiſſioners thought that they might e- 
zally Act and Decree in ſuch manner as the Powers were Committed to them; 
and they got into their Commiſſion Prerog ative Powers of Proceeding De plano 
& App. remota, and thereby they oppreſſed the Subjects, acting without any 
tri of Law, and without deference to any Appeal, viz. they proceeded Arbi- 
:rarily and Uncontroalably, as the Temporal Judges refolved in 4 Inft. 328. 
But moreover the Repeal of that Branch was very convenient in England: For 
Appeals from the Erroneous and Unlawful Procedings and Sentences of Re- 
gal Commiſſioners Eccleſiaſtical in England, were out of the Engliſh Acts, 24, 
& 25, H. 8: concerning Appeals. The Makers of theſe Acts had not then 
Recognized the King's Headſhip in Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes, and thereby He could 
not Delegate Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction; and therefore it would have been 
Præpoſterous in them to provide for Appeals from Regal Commiſſioners and 
Eccleſ. Viſitors; whereas the Power of creating them was not acknowledged 
to be in the King before 26. H. S. c. 1. And tho the ſaid Acts did not reſtrain 
the King from receiving Appeals made to his Perſon from Regal Commiſſi- 
oners Eccleſiaſtical, yet thoſe Devolutive Appeals were as extraordinary remedies 


9 
v». 


(6) 


ol che Subjects in their Griets ; they were qut of the Orders of the ſaid Acts, 


and the negative words in thoſe Acts ſeemed to have Shut up the great Office 
of Ordinary Juſtice in the Supream Court of Chancery of EAM land from ſuch 
Appeals; But in Ireland the Caſe is otherwiſe as hath been aforeſhewn ; and 
therefore the admittance of the Petitioner's ſaid Appeals in the Chancery here 
is lawful, and may Support the faid 1rz- Branch as Flowriſhing, Fruitful and 
Salatary; and inſtead of Oppreſſion, formerly in the High Commiſſion- Courts, 
Behold Judgment; and inftead of a Cry, Behold Righteouſneſs And the Injquity 
of ſuch Proceedings and Seutences will not be Viſited on the Land, but 
on the guilty Parties in the Court of. Delegates. 

6. The Petitioner in his printed Argument in this Caſe, p. 32, 34,42, 46, 
162, 169, ( 174 hath-demonſtrated, That the proceedings and tcnterces of 
the ſaid Lisburn-Commiffioners againſt him were unjuſt, unlawful, and fin- 
ful; and eſpecially thoſe of Excommunication and Deprivation, Ibid. p. 46 
to 70;t9 162 to 195. Therefore the Petitioner in praying to the Queen for a 
pardon of that excommunication{Which was inflicted upon no contempt or fault 


in him, but was their own grievous ſin) would prophane the ſacred power of 


the Keys, and mock Juſtice, Truth & his own Conſcience; Non eſt petenda 
abſolutio cum iniqua fertur ſententia; Ez non ſe abſolvi quis deſideret, qua ſe 


nullatenus perſpicit obligatum, 11.9.3.c.46, But this Excoinmunication ought 


to be heard & determined in her Majeſtes Court of Delegates, whethe: the 
Petitioner was lawfully excommunicated or wanted a pardon; An abſolutione 
indigeat conquerens vel denunciarus fit potius non ligatus; Extra. l. 29. c. 36. 
Fudex ſuperior poteſt declarare ſubditum irrationabiliter extitiſſe anathemate 
mucrone perciiſums, Id. De app. c. 54, All Lawyers; who ever wrote or ſpoke 
concerning appeals (except thoſe againſt the Petitioner) have declared, 
That an Excommunicated perſon cannot be denied an appeal: And it does 
not ſeem fair, that the Petitioner's appeal may not be admitted from the 
ſaid Excommunication, meerly leſt he ſhould in juſtice obtain a Commiſſion 
of Appeal from the other Sentences. | 

7. Suppoſe, what cannot be denied. that the Proceedings and Sentences of 
the ſaid Lisburn-Commiſſioners againſt the Petitioner were manifeſtly errone- 
ous and iniquous, inordinate and cariſeleſs, repugnant to the Tenour of their 
Commiſſion, and contrary to the laws of Go and of Man: Ought thoſe 
Proceedings to go uncorretted,and thoſe Sentences to paſs zn res judicasas? Muſt 
a failure of Juſtice be made only in the Petitioner's Cafe ? and mult he have 
in his grievances no Ordinary remedy but Patience? Ought a Man to be leſs 
relieved becauſe he is more oppreſsed? The ſaid Commiſſioners Sequeſtred 


into the Hands of their Zoft in Lisburn all the Revenues of the Petitioners 


Archdeaconry & Prebend upon pretence of his not Paying Proxy Money and 
Fees to them as Regal Viſitors ; and the faid Hoſt per fected to them a Bond 
of 10001. to pay them thoſe Revenues: Whereas no Law obliged the Peti- 
tioner to pay them any Prox) Montys or Fees; and they were never de- 
manded of him by Libel or Citation, and the Payment of Proxy Money to Re- 


gal Viſitors was Probibited by the Iriſh Statute 28 H. S. c. 5. and this Dy 
tiox 


bition is ill of force here, according to the Ld Chancellor's Excellent Hiſlory®: 
of Ireland, Part 1. p. 248, The Common-Law Abominates ſuch iniquous * 
& Vænal Sentences of Judges; Moor. 540. Cro, Elia 491, Hetl. 86, Co, 4. 
Rep. 56. 5. Rep. 5 1. 2. Inſt. 56. 656. 3. Inſt. 2 24. 4. Inſt, 274 And 
the Canon--Law ſays, Inquiſitio Criminoſorum debet fieri expenſis Fiſei; 
Marant ſpec. p. 216. n. 207. The ſaid Commiſſioners Subſcribed their 
Libel againſt the Petitioner with a Yoſumus Te Puniri upon their own preten - 
ded meer and noble Office: Ry their Sentences they Deprived him of his ſaid 
Archdeaconry and Suſpended him ot his Prebend and Chancellorſhips, not as 
a criminous Man, but Propter Commiſſa Permifſa ſive Negle#a quatenus Arch- 
deacon- And in the ſame Sentences they condemned him to pay the expences of 
their ſaid Noble Office: Thoſe ſentences ſhew'd their fraud & malice againſt 
him, to render him Odious. An Appeal is a Complaint not only of the anskil- 
fulneſs, bat alſo of the Iniguity of an Eccleſiaſtical Judge; and that Judge 
ought not to take it ill, that the Grieved Party does Appeal from him, ſince 
the Appellant uſeth but the Benefit of the Law and of a Juſt Defence. 
8. An Appeal and a Writ of: Error holds indeed on the ſame reaſon, viz. 
a natural defence; but the Eccleſiaſtical Appeal is a more beneficial Right 
of the ſubject than a Temporsl Writ of Error: for an Appeal is a preſent 
remedy and relief not only againſt the legal miſtałes but alſo againſt the ini- 
quities & injuries of the Eccleſiaſtical Judge ; and this Appeal may be a 
publick as well as a private good: It may ſupport Religion, as in the caſe of 
the firſt Reformers and Proteſtants ; and it may preſerve the Innocent and 
fave the ſoul of the unjuſt Judge by his Repentance and Reſtitution : He 
that doth wrong ſhall receive for the wrong which he bath done, and there is no 
reſpect of per ſons : Coloſs.. 3 25. Prax. Eecleſ. tit. 25 1. 2. J. 6. c. 37. The Eccleſ. 
Judge, who gives the damnatory ſentence, muſt admit the criminal's appeal : 
Sciant omnes in eapitali ſupplicio damnatis. appellat ionem eſſe conceſſam, et ſuper 
crimine damnatus appellatione ſecuta videtur non damnatus, Gail. p. 25 6. u. 1 f. 
An appeal lies in cauſes of hereſy; Reform. Leg. Eccles. p. 22. c. 1. & 5. 
26: c. 10. The Popiſh Inquiſition allows heretick's to appeal ; Paramus De 
Inquis. p. 606: 1:10, And the Inquiſition in Lisburn ought not to exceed 
the ſeverity of the Popiſh Iaquiſit ion; of which the very name might 
ſtrike all Proteſtants with Horror. The Lord Chancellor's printed Alvice to 
the Roman Catholick's of Ireland may abate their Converſion, if they knew 
that Proteſtant Biſhops in Lisburn denied juſt Appeals & Apoſtles, and that 
roſe Appeals were alſo denied or delayed in the Supreme Court of Ordinary 
Juſtice in this Kingdom. The Petitioner, after his other appeals aforeſaid, 
appcaled from the ſaid Lisburn Commiſſioners for their denying Apoſtles 
upon the ſaid Appeals; The Law ſtrictly commanded them, ander high penal-- 
ties, not only to defer to thoſe Appeals, but alſo to deliver gratix Apoſtles 
to the Appellant; Cod: I. 7. tit. 62, c. 2 1. Si Judex legitime aprellationi non detu- 
lerit & cauſa fuerit criminalis, deponetur; Reform. Leg. Eccles. De. app. c. 48. 
Non eſt in facultate Judicis, ad quem appellatum. fuerit, vel reciperè vel renuere 
aprellationem ; quin ſi juſta fuerit, eam recipere togitur ; Ibid, c. 5 1. In the 
ti 
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7 1 ences,” ( difſeizing him of his Freeholds in their own names, and for their 
LY advantage, and at the inſtance of one Talbot Keen; and not in the King's name 
ber his Intereſt.) are as upon civil actions; Pena privationis oficii vel 


matter more than the Perſons in the Petitioner's Appeals, may grant unto 
him a Commiſſion of Delegates in Furis & 7uſtitie Complementum, upon 
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aoner's caſe, his ſaid appeal's from the ſaid Lisburn Commiſſioner's Sen- 
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